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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claims 9 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. 

Line 4 of claim 9 and line 3 of claim 14 recite the limitation "request to from." For 

purposes of examination, Examiner will assume that the limitation is meant to read 

"request from." However, appropriate correction or explanation (if Examiner's 

assumption is inconsistent with Applicant's intent) is required. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
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under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f)or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

2. Claims 1 - 4, 9 - 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US 6,031,904 (An et al.) 

As to claims 1 and 13, An et al. teaches a means and method for modifying a 
subscriber's feature profile, wherein when a subscriber desires access to/modify his/her 
profile, they are first validated via, for example, their directory number and PIN. Upon 
positive verification, the subscriber is presented with all the features/services they 
currently subscribe to. Note that the feature profiles are stored locally either on server 
50, machine 52, as well as in profile repository 18. An et al. teaches that a subscriber 
may modify their profile and the locally stored profile reflects such a change, read is the 
first service information, and later, this information is sent to the profile repository 18 to 
commit the change, and the new profile is stored as the subscriber's current profile, 
read as the claimed second service information. It is inherent that some means for 
executing the modification is used, even if such means is included in the "committing" of 
the change in profile repository 18. The modification would have no purpose unless it 
was actually executed. (Fig. 2, Col. 4, line 1 7 - Col. 5, line 34, Col. 5, line 49 - Col. 9, 
line 30) 
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What An et al. does not teach is the use of a privilege token, but tokens are very 
old and well known in the art as merely one means of effecting validation. A token can 
be any piece/bit of information/data used to compare data such as the aforementioned 
directory number and PIN with. Even in networking, as a term of art, a token is merely a 
set of bits that if the network recognizes, allows the data tagged with that token access 
to transmit/travel over the network. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have used a 
privilege token method of validation inasmuch as again, it is merely one of a plurality of 
well known methods of validation. Moreover, it would not affect the operation or teach 
away from the service provisioning aspect of An et al. inasmuch as the validation 
process is a separate one from the provisioning process. 

As to claim 2, An et al. does not teach mapping a user name to a distinguished 
name. Instead An et al. as discussed above, uses a user's directory number and PIN to 
identify that user. However, mapping names or other identifiers is also old and well 
known in the art and would merely be a design choice or preference for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made. Such a feature again, would not 
affect the provisioning aspect of the invention. Note that An et al. does teach using a 
DN name mapper 134 (Fig, 13) for properly associating a subscriber with the correct 
service manager and specific address. (Col. 7, lines 33 - 48) 

Also, a subscriber in An et al. may have more than one line, i.e., a landline, a 
wireless subscription, pager service, local and/or long distance service, etc., read as the 
claimed roles. 
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As to claims 3 and 4, such limitations merely address the programming level 
aspect of the invention, i.e., object-oriented languages that would implement the profile 
and validation aspects of the present invention. While An et al. describes the validation 
on a much higher level, such would also be obvious if not inherent in An et al. inasmuch 
as most of the programming languages or protocols used in tele/data communications 
in recent years have been object-oriented and are necessary to effect the operation in 
computer-based systems. 

As to claim 9, see the above rejection of claim 1 and note that An et al. also 
teaches that besides merely displaying a subscriber's current feature profile to them, the 
subscriber is actually "logged in" as they are able to amend each feature on their current 
profile. (Figs. 5 - 1 2 and Col. 5, lines 35 - 48) 

As to claim 10, see the rejection of claims 2-4 above, and note that the same is 
applicable as well to the actual service features inasmuch as An et al. teaches that each 
feature that a subscriber may subscribe to, may have parameters. An et al. also 
teaches that a subscriber may read about his services, or others that are available to 
him/her, as well as being able to get descriptions regarding the cost of services, or 
example. (Figs. 5 » 12 and Col. 6, line 39 - Col. 9, line 20) 

As to claim 1 1 , An et al. teaches the use of a subscriber service provisioning 
manager (SSPM) server 122 which includes an authentication server 136, the 
abovementioned DN name mapper, and a service manager adaptor 138. Such a server 
is read as the claimed selection gateway. 

As to claims 12 and 14, see the rejection of claims 1 and 2. 
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As to claim 15, see Col. 5, lines 6-48 and Figs. 5-6, wherein An et al. teaches 
that personalized web pages are displayed to a subscriber with only those features that 
they are presently subscribed to as well as those that they may subscribe to. 

As to claims 16-18, see the rejection of claim 1. 

3. Claims 5 - 8 and 1 9 - 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 6,031,904 (An et al.) in view of US 6,622,016 (Sladek et al.) 

As to claims 5 and 19-22, An et al. has been discussed above. What An et al. 
does not teach are group subscriptions. 

However, provisioning group preferences and profiles is old and well known as is 
group subscriptions, or subscribers who share the same preferences. Common 
examples of this are business groups within a corporation or family groups, etc. Such is 
taught by Sladek et al. wherein a system for controlled provisioning of 
telecommunications services is also applicable to a group of subscribers. (Abstract, 
Col. 2, lines 36 - 46, Col. 3, lines 8 - 21 , Col. 1 7, lines 1 6 - 28 of Sladek et al.) 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have allowed for groups inasmuch as they are old and well 
known and would only affect the relational aspect of subscribers. Instead of providing 
service to one subscriber, it would be to a group of subscribers, linked in some manner 
in the profile repository 18 of An et al. 

Moreover, it is inherent that some administrator or head affect changes for the 
group and of course, as discussed above, would have to be validated as well. Even if 
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all the members of a group could make changes to the group subscription, each of the 
members then could be considered administrators, because to be an administrator, one 
need only have the ability to administrate, in this example, over service features. 

As to claim 6, see the rejection of claim 2 and note that such would be inherent 
or at the least, obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made. A group would merely be considered to be another subscriber, except, as 
discussed above, there would be some manner of linking the group members so that 
the feature profile for the group would affect all the members. 

As to claims 7 and 8, see the rejection of claims 3 and 4. 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hector A. Agdeppa whose telephone number is 703- 
305-1844. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon thru Fri 9:30am - 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad F. Matar can be reached on 703-305-4731 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



H.A.A. 

March 23, 2004 
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